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For information, write: 


Philadelphia Area Committee to End the War in Vietnam 
228 Buckingham PI. 

Philadelphia, Pa. 19104 

or, call EV 2-4847, or, EV 2-6650 in Philadelphia. 

In South Jersey, call Walt Brod, NO 3-7827 


Our committee can provide speakers to groups desiring to hear 
a history and analysis of our campaignagainst biological and chem- 
ical warfare research. 

Unlike the Army or Air Force, we cannot count upon taxes to pay 
for our work. Voluntary contributions and labor finance our work 
and our campaign against the war in Vietnam. If the reader would 
like to help the Committee to continue its work, he can do so in 
two ways. He can join the Committee. He can make a contribution. 

Our acknowledgments to the Daily Pennsylvanian and to Bill 
Wingell of the York Gazette & Daily for their fine coverage of our 
activities. Acknowledgments to the Free Student, the Bring the Troops 
Home Newsletter and the Militant for publicizing our work. 
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On December 18, 1965 a group of ninety pickets at the Univer- 
sity of Pennsylvania successfully defended themselves against an 
attack by a right wing mob of over one hundred people. The 
pickets were able to hold their line together and win their right 
to picket in spite of the fact that they received no cooperation 
from the campus police. Why was the University of Pennsylvania 
willing to risk getting a black eye over the right to picket peace- 
fully and why did they go out of their way not to protect the 
student demonstrators? 

The answer lies in the fact that the pickets were protesting the 
presence of a germ warfare research center at the University 
whose work is directly related to the Vietnam war. The Institute 
for Cooperative Reasearch, a department at the University of 
Pennsylvania, has been under attack since October, 1965. What 
follows is a history of the campaign against the ICR. 
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1. RICE AND INFLUENZA- 
THE CASE AGAINST THE ICR 
October 1965 


On the campus of the University of Pennsylvania, in the heart 
of Philadelphia, the Institute for Cooperative Reasearch (ICR) 
has been in operation since 1954. It has unobtrusive offices at 
3634 Walnut Street and in Room 206 of the Towne Building in 
the center of the campus. 

An employee at the University bookstore whose job was deliv- 
ering books noticed last summer an unusual pattern in the orders 
for the Institute for Cooperative Research. This employee just 
happened to be active in the Philadelphia Area Committee to End 
the War in Vietnam (PACEWV). His suspicions aroused, he "bor- 
rowed" the invoice for the ICR for a few hours to copy down the 
titles and authors of ninety-odd books and journal articles or- 
dered by the ICR and by the ICR's Projects Summit and Spice- 
rack in the previous six months. A list of the ICR's books ordered 
through Houston Hall Store in the period from April Ist to 
October 1st, 1965 is to be found in Appendix I. 

A’brief but careful look at Appendix I reveals that the ICR had 
considerable interest in rice, rice and cereal diseases, plant path- 
ology, epidemics in the plant and animal world, influenza, vac- 
cination, and biochemically induced infectious diseases. Also evi- 
denced is an interest in Asian affairs, or at least in the current 
works on Vietnam and China. One must remember that the list 
is for a period of only six months. The titles of books ordered 
before that period and acquired during the previous eleven years 
of operation have not been available to us. We felt, however, 
that the interest was not just a passing fancy, but an effort to 
keep up to date on the material available to the public in the 
fields mentioned. This implied to us a continuing interest in those 
fields; this interest presumably would carry over into the gath- 
ering of materials not available to the general public. The books 
received through Houston Hall Store are all of such a nature 
that anyone who wished to buy them could do so. None are clas- 
sified material. It is assumed that the ICR received material 
from other sources as well, and presumably from the U.S. Army 
and Air Force, with good reason, as the information below dem- 
onstrates. Even the outer office at the Towne Building has secu- 
rity controls not typical of the run-of-the-mill academic depart- 
ment, including file cabinets complete with combination locks. A 
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sign on the wall advises: "If he doesn't know don't tell him." 
These precautions suggest that at least some of the ICR's mate- 
rials are not open to the general public. 


One source that the ICR did make available to the general 
public was surprisingly revealing to those who were investigating 
the work of the ICR. The Catalog of the Institute for Coopera- 
tive Research, printed in 1962 and available to all who requested 
it until October, 1965, begins by stating that the ICR was initiated 
to "bring into focus theinterdisciplinary research onthe University's 
campus." After this comprehensive introduction to the ICR's exis- 
tence, the catalog goes on to explain the ICR's broad areas of 
current activity: Chemistry and biology; Electronics; Operations 
research; Interference studies; Consulting center; Analog compu- 
ter. It is the first of these current activities which became the sub- 
ject of this paper. 


On the fifth page of the catalog of the ICR there is the following 
description of the Chemistry and Biology activities: "The feasi- 
bility of the use of temporarily incapacitating chemical and bio- 
logical agents, including psycho-chemicals, in specified military 
situations is currently being studied. Both actual and potential 
uses have been examined. In addition, present and anticipated 
accomplishments in the biological and chemical research and 
development program of the U.S. Army are being studied. 

"Another project is developing analytical methods for the assess- 
ment of casualties resulting from exposure to toxic chemical agents 
in the atmosphere. The principal effort of this study is with the 
construction of mathematical models'to simulate complex physical 
environments. | 

"Of course, such studies dealing with toxic chemical agents in 
the atmosphere are of great relevance to the constantly growing 
problem of air pollution.” 


In other words, the ICR stated that it was involved in the study 
of biological and chemical warfare (BCW), and that it was doing 
this research for the U.S. Army. In another section of the cata- 
log, it is stated that the Air Force as well is working closely with 
the ICR on a number of projects. 


The Area Committee did not have enough material to detail the 
exact nature of the projects, but it did have the admission in the 
ICR's catalog of the general nature of its work—and it had the 
book list. 

We realized that the interests of a research center in biological 
and chemical warfare could not be expected to be very compre- 
hensive. The intense interest in rice rather than in the hundreds of 
other crops such as alfalfa, corn and oats, was worthy of further 
investigation. All but two of the works on a single crop are on 
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rice. The staple vegetable crops of North America are primarily 
wheat and potatoes. The primary cereal crop of Asia is rice. 


The book list also shows an interest in air turbulence and air 
pollution. This interest might have been quite legitimate, and for 
the sake of argument we granted that there was nothing neces- 
sarily suspicious about it. However, knowing that the ICR was 
doing work on biological and chemical warfare as well as air 
turbulence, we were obliged not to dismess a possible connection 
between the two. A knowledge of air turbulence would be essential 
to the development of airborne dispersal systems for biological 
and chemical agents. 

In summary then, we found at the outset reasonable grounds 
for suspicion of the work of the ICRin the BCW field. Its partic- 
ular interest in a crop of necessity to the people of Asia and not 
of great importance to the people of the United States deserved 
special attention. 

The depth of our concern was in part based upon the fact that 
the work being done by the ICR was and is conducted for the 
Armed Forces and not for a civilian branch of the government. 
The aim of armed forces rather than agriculture departments is 
ordinarily destruction, not improvement, of crops. Our suspicions 
were heightened by the realities of the war in Vietnam and the 
Asian situation in general. We were very disturbed by the admit- 
ted American military research of the ICR and by the American 
military role in Asia, and felt that the relationship between the 
two deserved fuller amplification. It is noteworthy that the wall 
of the main conference room of the ICR is adorned with a map 
of a very interesting country — Vietnam. 

We believed that the work of the ICR in biological and chem- 
ical warfare could be used in Vietnam, as well as the rest of 
Asia, in such a way as to cause the deaths of tens of millions 
of people. 

Because of the genocidal nature of the war as exemplified by 
the concern of such groups as the International Red Cross with 
the effects of the war on the Vietnamese population, and because 
of the admitted work on BCW at Penn, we could not help but 
regard the University of Pennsylvania as an accomplice in any 
deaths caused by the application of the ICR's research in Vietnam. 

In the light of the evidence presented above, we felt that it was 
the responsibility of the Institute to absolve themselves of sus- 
picion. 

We still did not claim to know exactly what the various pro- 
jects were doing, how far they had progressed, or even how useful 
their results were. To finish the exposure it would be necessary 
to play a waiting game with the administration and let them ex- 
pose themselves, by either admission or denials. 
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2.DR. HARNWELL'S SPICERACK —- CHRONOLOGY 
October— November 1965 


The above evidence of biological and chemical warfare research by 
the ICR represents almost verbatim an original published pamphlet, 
the "Case Against The Institute For Cooperative Research (ICR)," 
which was printed early in October. As the reader can judge from 
the above presentation, we stated our case with great caution, avoid- 
ing conjecture and rumor. The introduction of our case in this cir- 
cumspect manner had two major purposes: (1) To convince other 
people, including Penn's faculty, that our case was strong; that our 
arguments had a solid foundation, leaving no opening for anyone 
to charge us with wild speculation and rumor-mongering, and (2) to 
force the ICR to confess its involvement in germ warfare research by 
presenting incontrovertible evidence and giving no pretextfora denial 
of our allegations. In the next few weeks, both purposes were indeed 
accomplished. 

Many events have transpired in the three months since the publica- 
tion of our original document. The following review brings the record 
up to date and provides valuable lessons for all those who oppose 
genocide and for antiwar activists in particular. 

Before presenting our evidence to the public, the Philadelphia 
Area Committee To End The War In Vietnam (PACEWV) sent an 
open letter to U. of P. President Gaylord Probasco Harnwell. The 
letter described the work of the ICR and said that the university 
would be culpable in the genocidal uses to which the research is 
put. It demanded that the University immediately terminate the ICR's 
research and make public all of its previous work. Signed by Joel 
Aber for PACEWYV, the letter was delivered personally to President 
Harnwell's office. Carbon copies were sent to the United Nations 
Special Commission on Genocide, the International Red Cross, all 
the local press and selected U.S. Senators and Representatives. 

This letter was sent on October 6 and was never acknowledged. 
On October 7, Dr. Harnwell discussed the matter with officials of the 
U.S. Army at an emergency conference in Washington D.C. Dr. 
Harnwell, in a telephone interview with a member of the PACEWV, 
said that the Army was "very upset." The ICR, the University ad- 
ministration, and even the Department of Defense were forced into 
making many such embarrassing confessions. 

At 6:30 in the evening, on the day of Harnwell's Washington con- 
ference with the Army, Dr. Knut Krieger of the ICR admitted that 
the Institute's Projects Spicerack and Summit, of which he is the 
director, were engaged in biological and chemical warfare research. 
He further stated specifically that this work included research into 
the inducement and epidemic spreading of rice blast, wheat rust, 
influenza, and anthrax, as well as the aerial dispersal of arsenic 
and cyanide compounds. 
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The ICR rapidly became a focus of local, national, and even inter- 
national attention. The story on germ warfare research at Pen. 
first broke into the mass media during the International Teach-In 
in Toronto, Canada, on October 9 and 10, 1965. University of 
Michigan Psychology Prof. Richard Mann, after receiving a copy 
of "The Case Against The ICR," publicly condemned the Univer- 
sity of Pennsylvania from the teach-in's rostrum. Two days later 
the lead headline in the Daily Pennsylvanian (DP) read, "ICR 
DIRECTOR UPHOLDS RESEARCH: CALLS GAS, GERM WAR- 
FARE 'DEFENSIVE". The article quoted Dr. Carl C. Chambers, 
director of the Institute For Cooperative Research and University 
Vice-President for Engineering Affairs, as stating that the research 
was approached from a "defensive standpoint.” Chambers told the 
DP that the ICR has "no intention of killing everybody off." 

President Gaylord P. Harnwell still had made no reply to our 
letter of the 6th, but the cat was out of the bag. Harnwell's office 
now reported that the University would release a press statement 
the next day, Wednesday, October 13. On Thursday we attempted 
to obtain a copy of the press statement and were informed that the 
University, changing its mind, had quashed the statement. A reporter 
for the York Gazette And Daily had been fortunate enough to ob- 
tain a copy of the press statement during the few hours on Wednes- 
day when the University was willing to issue it. The statement ad- 
mitted that the University's involvement in chemical and biological 
warfare research had been kept secret for reasons of national defense. 


‘defense. 
On Wednesday, October 13, the Daily Pennsylvanian's lead story 


concerned the ICR for the third consecutive day. Dr. Charles Price, 
Blanchard Professor of Chemistry, chairman of the chemistry de- 
partment, and President of the American Chemical Society, said 
"The University should not be engaged in any kind of secret work. 
This is contrary to the purpose of a University, which is to dissem- 
inate information." The same issue of the DP contained letters by 
Assoc. Prof. of Finance, Edward S. Herman, and by Joel Aber, 
Chairman of the PACEWV. Dr. Herman's letter concluded, "Research 
of this sort is on a moral level with the 1939 German inquiry into 
the construction of crematoria..." Assoc. Prof. of Chemistry, Robert 
Rutman and Jonathan Mirsky, Instructor in the Graduate Department 
of Oriental Studies, joined Dr. Herman as the first of many U. of 
Pennsylvania faculty to take a stand against the germ warfare re- 
search. Two days later, Dr. Gabriel Kolko, Assoc. Prof. of History, 
was quoted in the DP: "I am completely and unequivocally opposed 
to the Institute For Cooperative Research's work on military 
projects." 

That evening, October 15, marked the beginning of the Inter- 
national Days of Protest Against The War In Vietnam, called by the 
Berkeley Vietnam Day Committee, in which 100,000 people in the 
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U.S.A. and demonstrators in dozens of other nations participated. 
On this occasion, the PACEWV held an outdoor "Speak-Out" at the 
Philadelphia City Hall, during which upwards of 1,000 rush-hour 
commuters heard speeches protesting the war. Among the speakers 
were Yale History Prof. Staughton Lynd, Mrs. Aline Berman of 
Women Strike For Peace (WSP), Prof. Robert Rutman, Russel D. 
Stetler, co-author with Bertrand Russell of "War and Atrocity In 
Vietnam," topical songwriters Bill Frederick and Phil Ochs, and James 
O. Williams, Chairman of Philadelphia CORE, as well as student 
organizers of the Speak-Out. Later that evening, Prof. Lynd spoke 
against the ICR's germ warfare research at the 50th anniversary 
dinner of the Women's International League For Peace And Freedom. 

The following morning saw a protest marchofover 500, beginning 
at City Hall, and proceeding two miles to the ICR. At a rally in 
front of the offices of the ICR, at 37th & Walnut Streets, the main 
speakers were Robin Martin and Joel Aber of the PACEWV. Martin 
urged students and faculty at universities throughout the country 
to "seek out the dirtiest military-related research projects and drive 
them off the campuses." Aber attacked the military involvement of 
universities in the war in Vietnam, stating that Drs. Krieger and 
Chambers are "technicians necessary for the U.S. government's 
designs on South-East Asia and China." Dr. A.S. Mildvan, Prof. of 
Biochemistry at the University of Pennsylvania, said at the rally, 
"At Penn, we have a medical school, which is dedicated to the pre- 
servation of human life, and the ICR, which is dedicated to the an- 
nihilation of human life. This is indeed a well balanced university." 
The chairman of Haverford's Physics Department, William Davidon, 
and Bryn Mawr Economics Prof. Richard DuBoff also attacked mili- 
tary research. 

Meanwhile, the University administration maintained its silence 
despite repeated reports in the DP that the University would issue 
a statement and despite faculty and student requests, as well as a 
request on the editorial page of the DP (October 18). During this 
period, although the PACEWV maintained its adamant stand against 
biological and chemical warfare research, aroused faculty members 
focused their attack on the secret and classified nature of thie 
research. On October 21, the entire Physics Dept. and Dr. Julius 
Wishner, Chairman of the Faculty Senate, went on record as oppos- 
ing secret research on the University campus. 


In spite of the support of many faculty members and students, 
most people were still reluctant to accept our frightening contention 
that the results of the ICR's research were in fact destined for use in 
Vietnam. As early as October 6, the PACEWV had written to Dr. 
Harnwell, that, "The most, likely immediate application of the re- 
search of the ICR and similar institutes is against the civilian popu- 
lation of North and South Vietnam, poisoning both the people and 
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Drab Building Houses Controversial Of 
Where Critics Say Penn St: 


By PETER H, BINZEN 
Of The Bulletin Staff 


On the first floor of a non! | 


descript two-story building at, 
3634 Walnut st. is the Univer-: 
sity of Pennsylvania's buildings 
and grounds department. 

Just above it, on a floor once 
occupied by a vacuum-cleaner 
company, is Penn’s Institute for 
Cooperative Research, It con- 
sists of 12 or 15 simply fur- 
nished offices, 

The directory near the insti- 
tute’s reception desk lists about 
40 full-time and part-time staff 
workers, from “Abel” to: 
“Youch.” 


| To the visitor the place looks || gram of the U. S. Army 
‘rather drab and unimpressive.| being studied. 


The main corridor undulates, 
‘unevenly. There are no labora-; 
tories, just office desks and, 
chairs, And the furniture is not 
new. 

Yet it is here, sav the insti-’ 
!tute’s critics, that “illegal, im- 
‘moral and unwarranted” re- 


search into biological 
ducted. 


| On Saturday several hundred, 


opponents of American policy | ations, “Project Summit.” spon- 
in Viet Nam demonstrated ini sored bv the Army, and “Proj-. 
front of the building. A Penn [lect Spicerack,” sponsored by: standpoint’! and: that its ‘work 


professor said researchers at 
the institute had been “brain- 
washed.” 

And a report published bv 


the Philadelphia Area Commit- . 
“mav require securitv clears 


tee to End the War in Viet Nam 
(PACEWV) said: “We believe 
that the current work of the 
ICR in biologicat and chemical! 
warfare could be used in Viet 
Nam as well as the rest of. 
Asia, In such a wav as to cause 
the deaths of tens of millions of 
people.” PACEWV called for, 
the dismantling of the nroiects. : 
The University of Pennsvl-' 
vania has not vet commented: 
on the criticism of the institute! 
or the charges leveled against: 
it. | 
However, there has never 
been anv attempt to keep secret 
the institute’s work in chem- 
| istry and biology or in its many 
other research activities. 


and : 
chemical warfare is being con- ‘ 


PHILADEtrria 
Tuesday, October 19, 1965 


Che Evening Bulletin 


fices 
iliac (arm Warfare 


THE DAILY PENNSYLVANIAN MONDAY, OCTOBER 11, 196 
“bring into focus the interdisci- 


plinary research on the univer. v 1emnam Critics Charge Institul 
|With Germ Warfare Researc 


Concerning its activities in 
chemistry and biology, a bro- 

| Protest Mar 
is Schedule 


chure describing ICR said, in 
part: 
“The weasibilitv of the use 
The Philadelphia Ar 
mittee to End the Wa) 
Jnam announced Frid 


of temporarily incapacitating 

chemical and biological! agents, 
picket the University's 
for Cooperative Resea 


including psvcho-chemicals, in 
specificed military situations is 
Saturday, Oct. 16. 
The group hascharge ' 


currently being studied. 
“In addition, present and BY STEPHEN H. KLITZMAN 
with conducting Vietnar. 
research iato the uses am 


anticipated accomplishments in A Philadelphia peace group and a University of Michigan 
the biological and chemical re4 psychology professor have charged Pennsylvania's Institute 
search and development pro-\for Cooperative Research with conducting Vietnam-linked 
are studies on biological and chemical warfare. 
The Philadelphia Committee to End the War in Vietnam 
makes the charge ina 13 page "Case against the ICR". 
—, The paper will be released pub- 
lically later this week. 
of biological and chemics 
in warfare. University 
late last week prepared 
withdrew a statement ai 
the charge. 
Begins ot City Hall 
The protest will sta 
Hall at noon, and will 


ICR was founded in 1954 tl 


Michigan Professor, Peace Group 
Protest University Involvement 


The brochure was published 
several vears apo, but the bio- 
logical and chemical research is 
still going on, officials sav. 

The first project in biological: The undergraduate news- 
and chemical wartime — “BW paper, “The Daily Pennsyl- 
and CW.” researchers call it —, vanian,” last week asked ICR’s! 
started at Penn in 1952, two:acting director, Dr. Carl C. 
vears before the institute was'Chambers, about this. | 
founded. It was called “Big’ jt quoted Dr. Chambers, who 
poe ae jis Penn's vice president for en-! 

ere are currentiv two Oper ligineering affairs, as saying, | 
‘that ICR"es studies were ap- 
proached from a “defensive 


Professor Richard Mann 
made a similar allegation in an 
address Sunday before the In- 
ternational teach-in on Vietnam 
held this past weekend in To- 
ronto, Canada. 
Spreading Rice Diseoses 
Both the Committee and the/to the ICR, 3634 Walnm 
professor maintain that the ICR] 1.30 p.m. stated JoelAb 
\!in conducting research for the| mittee representative 
the Air Force. Both are heine: oo ota on a3 ./Armv into the uses and effects a 2 ar ; 
conducted in the drab of | CR D Seiad ine ety h | d: oe ee ee 
at 3634 Walnut st. t U R 
They are “classified” pro. l rec Oo p Oo S e S e @ | re t] 
in that some of the researc ee 
e ‘ 
lo gain access to classified | | G G W D f : 
to gain access to classifieA_ CUTS WQS, VCrM War werensive 
classified in the sense Dr. Carl C. Chambers, Director of the University's 50. of mediate application of 
would prevent the univ Institute for Cooperative Research (ICR) stated yesterday jon-| search of the ICR and 
from even acknowledging | that research being done at the Institute in the areas Of , pop-| institutes is against the 
existence. a chemical and biological warfare is approached from a "'de- North| populations of North a, 
PACEWN enareed that ||fensive standpoint. " Vietnam, potsoning, bot 
drawn from the unive Responding to allegations made over the weekend at the ' Pre- ees and ee staple 
bookstore showed the IC\/*International Teach-In on Vietnam’? Chambers said that the ree che sa Sean — ag 
oe eee ICR’s critics were viewing. the research from ‘‘an improper | ials iversity is euipablé 4n 
rice and cereal diseases a ive.” } 
the Viet Nam war. Thev' perspective, Non-Lethal Intention iment. | derous uses to which the 
this to mean that ICR Chambers told the Daily Pennsylvanian that the ICR has “no ocjatal ef this rescurch will t 
studving possible use of intention of Killing everybody off.’” “Our project,’? he maintained, ‘.” the let 
cal and biological compounds 
against the civilian population tf C h iCh 
and food supplies in Viet Nam. a Cc U e m e rs @ | S oO n 


vonpax, octoser ie, 9S and Germ Warfare Resear 


Local Viet Protesters Walk, Talk: 


ministration Officials Meet To: 


Part of Nationwide Demonstration/o Prepare Clarifying Statemen 


Pickets Descend 
On ICR Building 


By DON MORRISON 


More than 350 marchers 


tramped 23 blocks from City 
Hall to protest warfare stud- 
ies at the Institute of Cooper- 
ative Research (ICR) office 
at 37th and Walnut sts Satur- 
day afternoon, 


We-- - 


By DENNIS WILEN 


Controversy surrounding the University's Institut: 

operative Research has grown with statements by fz 

mbers bothcondemningand supporting ICR's biolc 
chemical warfare studies, 


1,000 Attend City Hall “Speakout,” 
Hear Rutman, Maisel and Lynd 


By FRED SCHELHORN 

Folk singers and speakers tried to present opposition to 
war in Vietna.n above luud heckling toa crowd of 1,000 
during .a four hour "speak out" on City Hall Plaza Friday 
evening. 

This beginning of the "International days of. Protest" in 
Philadelphia included Robert Rutman, associate professor 
of chemistry, Student Peace Union spokesman Robert Maisel, : 
and guitar=playing graduate student Bill Fredericks from 


October 1965 — 


The ICR is first exposed. 


their staple foods." Nevertheless, the University community was 
shocked, when, on October 29, a high Washington official disclosed 
that the U.S. was indeed spraying arsenic and cyanide compounds 
over South Vietnam. Responding to a question concerning the use 
of such compounds over the rice fields of Vietnam, Deputy Secre- 
tary of Defense Cyrus R. Vance stated at the National Foreign 
Policy Conference in Washington: "We are making limited use of 
them in the southern part of Vietnam but not yet in the North." 
(Daily Pennsylvanian, Monday, November 1, 1965) The following 


DP editorial appeared on November lL: 


Disclosure by a high government official 
at the National Foreign Policy Conference in 
Washington last week that the United States 
has resorted to a "limited use" of aerosol- 
sprayed arsenic and cyanide compounds over 
the rice fields of South Viet Nam compels 
us to ask the following questions: 

Is the aerial spraying of crops with cyanide 
and arsenic a military measure? 

Is there a sure way to tell whether a given 
patch of rice is destined for Viet Cong or 
civilain stomachs? 

Can it be said any longer that the studies 
of the Institute for Cooperative Research into 
the uses of chemical and biological agents in 
warfare are being done to get a better under- 
standing of ''defensive'' measures? 

Can a continued silence on the applications 


Official Disclosure : Needs an Answer 


of this research be tolerated any longer? 

All these questions we answer with a de- 
finite, no, 

Cyanide and arsenic are not herbicides; 
their use is inkilling people, Noone can make 
acase for the military necessity of such 
aerial spraying, 

The Institute moreover, does not control 
the uses of thetechniques it devises, Whether 
these will be used offensively or defensively 
has obviously been decided for it. 

In the light of this disclosure the Univer- 
sity now has the clear-cut moral responsibility 
to disclose all relevant information which 
will not jeopardize national security, A con- 
tinued silence on the issue can only validate 
all that the protestors at ICR have said- even 
their wildest speculations. 


In view of the earlier admission by Dr. Knut Krieger (head of Pro- 


jects Summit and Spicerack) that 


the ICR was engaged in research 


into the aerial dispersal of arsenic and cyanide compounds, Deputy 
Secretary Vance's disclosure establishes that the ICR projects are not 
"for defensive purposes," and that the University shares complicity 
in the deaths of civilians in Vietnam. 

At this point, the PACEWV was able to congratulate itself on the 
substantiation of its case against the ICR. It appeared that the Uni- 
versity had no honorable choice other thantoeliminate its germ war- 
fare research. We were soon to learn that the University had no 


such intention. 


3. THE BATTLE OF COLLEGE HALL- CHRONOLOGY II 


December 1965 


At a November 3rd meeting of the Faculty Senate, two resolutions 
were introduced for the consideration of that body. The first resolu- 
tion, which condemned biological and chemical warfare research, 
was defeated although it received 83 affirmative votes. Philadelphia 
Bulletin, November 7). The second resolution, introduced by Univer- 
sity Pres. Harnwell, won the Senate's approval. This resolution 
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opposed secret research; however, there were two serious weaknesses: 
(1) The resolution stated that its policies "may be reversed from time 
to time by the Trustees."(2) The resolutiondid not apply "in the event 
of national emergency declared by the President of the United States." 
In relation to this, Fred Feldman, a leader of the University of 
Pensylvania Committee to End The War in Vietnam was quoted in 
the DP on Tuesday, November 9: "The University statement is 
almost meaningless because it states that secret research can be 
conducted if the President declares a state of national Emergency, 
which is what we have had since December 16, 1950. In other words, 
the University won't have secret research unless things don't change." 


On Tuesday, November 16, Peter H. Binzen, education editor of 
the Philadelphia Evening Bulletin, reported that Dr. Jean Paul Mather, 
Executive Vice-President of the University City Science Center, had 
written a letter to Pres. Harnwell suggesting that Harnwell's problems 
could be solved by moving the chemical and biological research 
from Penn to the Science Center. The Center is a private corpora- 
tion, in which the U. of Pennsylvania is the largest of eleven stock- 
holders. It is located only two blocks from the University. Mather 
was quoted in the Bulletin as saying that University professors 
would be able to "change hats" and do research for the Science Cen- 
ter that might not conform to the policy affirmed by the Faculty 
Senate. Mather also said that the Science Center would not worry 
about possible protests by critics: "If they want to walk up and 
down with their placards, let them walk." 


In the same Bulletin article, Pres. Harnwell is cited as saying that 
the University does not wish to "appear to its supporters and the 
public as secretly assisting the government in killing people." Two 
days later Dr. Harnwell therefore explained to Don Morrison of 
the Daily Pennsylvanian that "if a research contract expires and the 
University does not wish to renew it, the University would then ask 
the agency that awarded the contract to transfer it to the Science 
Center." (DP, Dec. 8, 1965) As if these transparent administrative 
maneuvers were not sufficiently revealing, Dr. Harnwell went so far 
as to emphasize that the faculty resolution written by Dr. Harnwell 
could not effect changes in University policy. He claimed that it 
only "delineated" such policy. (DP, Dec. 7). This pointed up the sad 
fact that faculty opinion has no direct means of making itself felt. 
University policy is ultimately dictated by the Trustees. 


It thus became clear that the University administration regards 
the ICR and the government grants which that Institute receives as 
of sufficient importance for the University to oppose strong faculty 
and student sentiment for the removal of BCW research. 

In view of the intransigent attitude taken by the administration, 
the University of Pennsylvania Committee To End The War In 
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Vietnam, in cooperation with the Philadelphia Area CEWV, was 
forced once again to resort to picketing against the ICR. 


On Friday, December 10, a picket of Pres. Harnwell at his offices 
in College Hall, located in the center of the campus, turned into a 
melee as heckling onlookers beat demonstrators and destroyed their 
signs. The demonstration had begun peacefully, as about ten Penn 
students began to picket at 11 AM, carrying signs in protest against 
germ warfare research and the war in Vietnam. Four campus guards 
were waiting when the pickets arrived. 

A crowd began to gather, and, as usual, some of the onlookers 
resorted to verbal heckling. The unexpected turn toward violence 
occurred after the noon class break. Several times the hostile crowd 
pressed in so closely that the picketers were forced to stand motion- 
less. Hecklers then began to rip away the picket signs and shove 
the demonstraters closer together as the campus guards stood idly 
by. Within fifteen minutes, every sign had been destroyed and nearly 
every picketer, as well as several innocent bystanders, had been 
roughed up. UPCEWV leaders at least twice asked guard Captain 
Barcus if he thought the situation was under control, and were 
assured by him that his guards were able to keep order. After 
fifteen minutes of the melee, Capt. Barcus was asked to summon the 
Philadelphia City Police, as he seemed unable to handle the situa- 
tion. He categorically refused to request outside help. The UPCEWV 
was forced to defend its own pickets and even to break up fights 
among bystanders. 

The picketers remained until 1:00 PM as scheduled. A delegation 
then visited University Vice-Provost A. Leo Levin, and University 
Vice-President Donald K. Angell. They informed those gentlemen 
that another picket would be held on Monday, and received assur- 
ances. that the University supported the right to picket peacefully, 
that it condemned the organized violence, and that it would not per- 
mit such attacks on demonstrations to be repeated. 


With a weekend to prepare for the demonstration on Monday, the 
University administration had ample opportunity to implement its 
assurance that it favored the right of peaceable assembly. How- 
ever, such was not to be the case. 

When the picket line formed on Monday, there were over 100 par- 
ticipants, including at least 8 faculty members from Penn and from 
Haverford College. The situation developed much as it had on 
Friday. For more than an hour, the demonstration proceeded while 
isolated groups verbally heckled. Eleven campus guards separated 
the picket line from the crowd. Hecklers then began charging past 
the campus guards, grabbing signs, and throwing mud at some of 
the women picketers. Occasionally they received weak reprimands 
from the guards. Again, Capt. Barcus was asked to call in outside 
help and again he refused. Once more a full-scale riot erupted as 
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The Battle of College Hall 


campus guards stood by. At the height of the melee, Barcus was 
asked by a reporter for the York Gazette and Daily if he had the 
situation under control, and he replied that he did not. Barcus was 
then asked if he planned to bring in outside help or take any mea- 
sures to control the riot, and he replied, "No, I don't plan to call 
in more guards or anyone else." The city police were called by Pro- 
fessor Rutman and others, but informed the callers that they were 
reluctant to enter the campus without permission from University 
officials; police finally arrived as the demonstration ended, fifty 
minutes after they had been requested for the first time. During the 
melee four campus guards held a UPCEWYV picketer while a fifth 
slugged him. Later a girl was pushed to the ground by a campus 
guard. At least one picketer was treated for bruises at University 
Hospital. 

The demonstrators remained until scheduled to leave, at which 
time they marched away from the melee. Before they dispersed, 
Robin Martin of the UPCEWV announced, "We held our ground, 
and we'll be back." (Philadelphia Evening Bulletin, Tues., Dec. 14, 
1965). 

Following the demonstration, a delegation of picketers again vis- 
ited Vice-Provost Levin as well as Pres. Harnwell. The delegation 
stated that the University, by its inaction, had condoned and en- 
couraged the violence. They proposed to Dr. Harnwell that he issue 
a statement to the effect that: (1) University employees who do not 
properly carry out the tasks for which they were hired, would, as 
usual, be released from University employ, and (2) Students who 
engaged in unprovoked violence against persons on University 
property would be properly disciplined through existing channels. 
It was explained to Dr. Harnwell by the delegation that "a state- 
ment bearing your signature would have more effect than one hun- 
dred guards," because of the authority of Dr Harnwell's office. Harn- 
well did not disagree with this reasoning, but unconditionally re- 
fused to issue such a statement. He instead suggested that perhaps 
demonstrators would have to be "quarantined" away from "anti- 
demonstrators." He also stated that he would need "to have labor- 
relations experts study the situation" before taking any action. 

The delegation informed Harnwell that he was legally and morally 
responsible for persons injured while exercising their right of peace- 
able assembly. They added that the public would view his "shameful 
equivocation" as an indication that he encouraged such organized 
violence in order to intimidate people into abandoning their inten- 
tions of publicizing the facts about the ICR. Before leaving his 
office, the delegation informed Dr. Harnwell that they would take 
self-defensive measures in the future. 

Partially as a result of the administration's attitude, a great deal 
of active sympathy for the right of peaceable assembly was gen- 
erated throughout the campus. The DP received many letters con- 
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ICR Director Carl Chambers: President Gaylord Probasco Director of Project Spicerack, 
"No Intention of killing every- Harnwell: Someday we willbe Dr. Knut Krieger: Chemical war- 


body off." able to end all wars "by abol- fare research curtailmentwould 
ishing pugnacity In human be “an unfortunate mistake. The 
genes." university should be willing to 


contribute to the nation's po- 
litleal philosophy." 


demning the treatment accorded the picketers and the inaction of 
the administration. The DP's editorial on Monday, December 13, 
stated, "...and where were the campus guards? Why were not the 
troublemakers apprehended’... If we cannot protect freedom at home, 
we can hardly take a position of defending it abroad... The anti- 
ICR pickets, whatever their politics, are acting in the American 
tradition when they carry their signs. The boobs who set upon them 
Friday were acting in the tradition of the Third Reich." 

On Tuesday, December 14, the last day of classes for the semester, 
300 students picketed College Hall to demand that the University 
protect the right of free speech. Unlike the demonstrations against 
University involvement in germ warfare research, this demonstration 
for the right to demonstrate was surrounded by 60 armed Phila- 
delphia City Policemen who had been called in by the University. 

The city police were directed by Inspector Millard Meers and Lt. 
George Fencl of Philadelphia's famed "Civil Disobedience Squard," 
a crew of un-uniformed men with spiffy suits, silk hats, gold but- 
tons on their lapels, and walkie-talkies. Meers walked around the 
picket line with Captain Barcus, pointing out to him the various 
leaders of past demonstrations. Fencl stood by with a cloth bag, 
which, he informed the picket leaders, contained tear gas pellets; 
Fencl asked if the demonstrators would give him the opportunity 
to use the contents of his bag. 

This change in tone on Tuesday made no one forget that demon- 
strators against germ warfare research had been forced on two 
previous days to defend themselves and their picket signs, and it 
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Deputy Sec'y of Defense Cyrus 
R. Vance: Regarding arsenic 
and cyanide sprays, "We have 
made limited use of them In 
the southern part of Vietnam 
but not yet In the north. 


Pres. Lyndon Baines Johnson: 
"...but the fairest vision that 
these eyes have ever looked 
upon was the flag of my country 
in a foreign land." 


Sec'y. of State Dean Rusk: "The 
world is round. Only one third 
of Its people are asleep at any 
one time. The other two thirds 
are awake and causing mischief 
somewhere." 


was this defense, not the campus police, which prevented the dis- 
persal of the pickets. This victory was accomplished solely by the 
determination of the pickets to exercise their rights. As this document 
goes to press, the antiwar groups are determined to carry out further 
actions against the University's research into the most efficient ways 
of killing people. 


4. DR. CHAMBERS REACHES THE SUMMIT — 
A MULTIMILLION DOLLAR SUCCESS STORY 


What lessons has the Philadelphia Area Committee to End the War 
in Vietnam been able to draw from the foregoing chronology? First 
of all, the chronology demonstrates the lengths to which the Univer- 
sity of Pennsylvania has gone to retain the ICR and its biological 
and chemical warfare research. By going so far in allowing peaceful 
pickets to be beaten up by thugs, the University under attack by 
PACEWV quickly lost its civil-libertarian facade. Law professors 
defended the right to demonstrate, and at least one law professor 
wore an antiwar button to class the next day. 

Even more damaging to the University is the public exposure of 
its dishonorable and inhuman research. Some professors are worried 
about the impact upon their colleagues at other universities as the 
word gets around that Penn has been engaged in germ warfare 
research for the past decade and no Penn professor heretofore has 
raised even a whisper to expose and fight against the insidious 
research. One biochemist (who incidentally has no connection with 
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the ICR) confessed to the concern that she might someday deliver 
a research paper at a scientific convention, and as she discusses 
her work on a particular chemical her colleagues might be think- 
ing, "So that's the chemical they're resting on Vietnamese rice." 

Ordinarily universities are extremely concerned — even slightly para- 
noid—about protecting their "public image." Why then has Penn 
risked so blackening its "image"? 

Some light might be thrown on the attitude of the University if 
we investigate the financial importance of BCW research and the 
ICR to the U. of P. 

Federal government financial support is extremely important to 
the University. Twenty-eight per cent of its 1964 income came from 
this source, and 92% of the University's funds for research were 
from the government. (Pennsylvania University, Financial Report 
of the Corporation, 1964). In that year, government funds came 
to $22,206,000 and were the University's single largest source of 
income. The ICR received two and a quarter million dollars in 
the fiscal year 1963-64 (Annual Report, Vice President for Engin- 
eering Affairs), and the annual report states that almost all of these 
funds were from the U.S. government. In other words, the ICR re- 
ceived more than 10% of the government money given the U. of 
P. in 1964. 

Under the category, "Expenditures for organized research" in the 
University financial reports for 1959 through 1964, ICR was con- 
sistently third largest, after the School of Medicine and the College 
of Arts and Sciences. There were fourteen items on this list, most 
of them schools in the University, each comprising many depart- 
ments. In 1963-64 the School of Medicine spent $8.9 million, the 
College spent $4.3 million, and ICR was third with expenditures 
of $2.1 million. The Veterinary School and the Engineering School 
each spent $1.0 million. There are, of course, many departments 
within each school. The ICR's expenditures were almost certainly 
larger than those of any single department in the Medical School. 
Hence the ICR probably has the largest expenditures for research 
of any single department in the university for at least the past five 
years. 


The percentage of the ICR's 2-1/4 million dollar budget that 
is presently being devoted to BCW research is not known, but in 
June, 1960, U.S.Army Chemical Corps contracts to the Univer- 
sity of Pennsylvania totaled $948,000, including $758,000’ let out 
by the Chemical Corps Biological Laboratories at Fort Detrick, 
Maryland. In that year the U. of P. was one of the largest recip- 
ients of such contracts in the nation (Armed Forces Chemical Jour- 
nal, 14:5, Sept., 1960). Among universities, the only larger recip- 
ients from the Chemical Corps were George Washington, the Uni- 
versity of Utah (adjacent to Dugway Proving Grounds), and the 
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University of Maryland (near Fort Detrick). Penn was thus the 
second largest recipient not in the immediate vicinity of the army's 
two largest CBW installations, and led all privately controlled uni- 
versities in receipt of Chemical Corps funds. 


Fort Detrick is the Army's largest chemical and biological war- 
fare research and manufacturing center. Writing in the Reporter 
magazine during the same period as Penn's $758,000 contract 
(Oct. 1, 1959), Walter Schneir states: 

"I was told that infected insects are kept constantly available at 
the Fort Detrick installations. The inventory includes mosquitoes 
infected with yellow fever, malaria, and dengue; fleas infected with 
plague; ticks with tularemia, relapsing fever, and Colorado fever 
[Rocky Mountain Spotted Fever]; houseflies with cholera, anthrax 
and dysentery. The facilities at Fort Detrick include laboratories 
for mass breeding of pathogenes and various chemicals that harm 
or destroy plants. Studies are in progress on the most effective 
means of spreading plant diseases that attack wheat, barley, oats, 
rye, rice and cotton." 

In that same year, (1959-60), the Chemical Corps contracts com- 
prised no less than one eighth of the total government grants to 
the University of Pennsylvania. 

In summary, the foregoing paragraphs show that (1) U.S. gov- 
ernment funds provide the single most important source of income 
for the University and almost all the money for research at Penn., 
(2) The ICR received one-tenth of these government funds, (3) The 
ICR is probably the University department which consistently re- 
ceives the most funds for organized research—another indication 
that the ICR is an enterprise which it pays to run, (4) More spe- 
cific than the ICR's share of the pie, Chemical Corps contracts alone 
comprise an enormous portion of government funds to the U. of 
P. (one-eighth in 1960), and (5) If 1960 is a typical year, most 
of this Chemical Corps money is from Fort Detrick and thus in- 
controvertibly spent on biological warfare research. 


It would be fruitless to speculate about Dr. Harnwell's motives 
in permitting organized violence against those who protest germ 
warfare research. However we are certain that the reader will not 
consider it overstating our case to conclude that germ warfare re- 
search and the ICR are extremely important—and lucrative—in the 
total University financial picture. Loss of chemical and biological 
warfare research might endanger many other government contracts; 
a loss of government contracts would not only be disastrous in and 
of itself, but such a loss might make private benefactors and cor- 
porations wary of bequeating money to Penn. The University is 
a corporation of which Dr. Harnwell is Chairman of the Board; 
it is his job to protect the interests that he oversees. 

Not to be forgotten is Dr. Harnwell's attitude toward the faculty 
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resolution: The faculty may "delineate" policy, but all final decisions 
rest with the Board of Trustees. These Trustees represent the inter- 
ests of the University of Pennsylvania; in addition, many of them 
represent the largest corporations in the U.S. The head of the Board 
of Trustees is a vice president of Bell Telephone. Among the Trustees 
are men from the second, third and sixth largest industrial corpor- 
ations in the United States — Standard Oil of NewJersey, Ford Motor, 
and General Electric, respectively. (108 corporations are represented, 
including DuPont Chemical, Armstrong Cork, U.S. Rubber, Rey- 
nolds Metals, Scott Paper, Sun Oil, Merck Drugs, Penn Mutual Life, 
Mellon National Bank, Girard Trust Corn Exchange, Pennsylvania 
Railroad, The Philadelphia Inquirer, to name just a few.) Many of 
the Trustees are included in an interlocking directorate that governs 
the University City Corporation, of which Dr. Harnwell is also 
president. University City, the ICR's possible future home, is the 
third largest real estate owner in Philadelphia. Philadelphia boasts 
one of the most extensive urban renewal projects in the U.S. Uni- 
versity City is by far the largest buyer from the City of Philadelphia 
of houses condemned for urban renewal in the West Philadelphia 
ghetto. 


5. "NO INTENTION OF KILLING EVERYBODY OFF"- 
PEACE AND CYANIDE FOR VIETNAM 


The reader will recall that Dr. Harnwell indicated that the U.S. 
army was even more upset than the University about the exposure 
of the ICR's work. The U.S. government has its own reasons for 
protecting its research into biological and chemical warfare. For 
years the United States has employed napalm, a jellied gasoline, 
in its air strikes on Vietnamese villages. Napalm burns anything 
with which it comes in contact; it scorches the rice, kills the cattle, 
and sears human flesh. It had become acceptable for the news media 
to mention napalm bombing long before the Philadelphia Area 
Committee's exposure of the research at Penn. But the full impli- 
cations of the use of napalm were avoided. Aerosol-sprayed arsenic 
and cyanide and epidemic diseases of rice have more obvious geno- 
cidal implications which any average newspaper reader would see. 
The government had to try to play down any exposure of this 
work, because the public had not yet been carefully prepared for 
the announcement. In Philadelphia this particularly insidious side 
of the war became a point of concern for the government'before 
the public was supposed to be told. 

Several months later, newspaper dispatches now take cognizance 
of the stepped-up use of "non-lethal" gas in Vietnam. Such gas is 
admittedly fatal to children, the infirm and the elderly. AP reported 
December 5, 1965, that the U.S. shelled and bombed the village 
of Vinh Quang in Binh Dinh province. The shelling drove the people 


20 


into underground shelters, where, according to AP, U.S. marines 
discharged 48 bottles of gas resulting in twenty-five serious casual- 
ties and fatalities. 

Even earlier, poison gas was used inthedensely populated Mekong 
Delta. UPI reported the spreading of "CN" as well as "DM" and "CS" 
over two villages in Tra Vinh province in June, 1965. "DM" is 
phenarsazine chloride, which causes suffocation and death at 30 mg. 
per cubic meter of air. "CS" is thiophosgene, which causes irreparable 
lesions at 20 mg. The phosgene compounds are not simply "tear 
gas." Phosgene was one of the chlorine gases used by the Germans 
in World War I; it was the use of these chlorine gases that led to 
the Geneva Protocol passed in 1925, but not ratified by the United 
States. The U.S. did, however, agree to abide by the ban on gas 
warfare. 

In the January 17, 1966, New York Times an advertisement 
appeared, signed by twenty-nine scientists, including sixteen from 
Harvard, condemning the use of gas warfare in Vietnam. The bi- 
ologists, chemists and physicians declared: "The fact that we are 
now resorting to such methods shows a shocking deterioration in 
our moral standards." 


Meanwhile, a Wall Street Journal article appearing on January 5 
states that the U.S. government plans to step up its gas warfare 
in south Vietnam; this news was released during the height of John- 
son's "peace offensive." In fact, the article makes a point of stating 
that, "Military men don't expect the Administration's current 'peace 
offensive’ to foreclose proposals, such as a broader use of non- 
lethal gas for pursuing the war more vigorously." So much for the 
"peace offensive." | 


The article in the Wall Street Journal goes on to describe some 
of the chemical agents being prepared for use in Vietnam: "One, 
called CNS, is a compound that includes chloroform and chloro- 
picrin and is said to smell ‘like flypaper.' Even in small doses it 
may cause considerable crying, nausea, colic and diarrhea that 
may persist for weeks." The article does not explain the results 
of exposure to large doses. It goes on to explain the symptoms 
of attacks with another gas: "Even in low concentrations, BZ is 
said to render a man useless for military duties for one to ten days. 
Principally, it causes him to lose muscle coordination temporarily; 
frequently he slumps to the ground and dozes off, when awake he 
may suffer from fever, headaches, disorientation and even hallu- 
cinations." These gases, the article later states, will replace ordinary 
tear gas because of their more permanent effects. 

In case anyone had still believed that the chemical agents used 
in Vietnam were perhaps nonlethal, a January 12 Reuters dispatch 
from Saigon helped to dispel this notion: "Non-toxic gas being 
used against Vietcong guerrillas in tunnels northwest of Saigon 
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has killed one Australian soldier and sent six others to the hos- 
pital." According to this dispatch, he "died of asphyxiation even 
though he was wearing a gas mask." 

Another type of CBW agent employed in Vietnam is the defoli- 
ation chemical. Under a headline, "U.S. SPRAY PLANES DESTROY 
RICE IN VIETCONG TERRITORY," Charles Mohr in the Times 
of December 21 reveals that defoliation of jungle canopy is not 
the only use to which herbicides have been put in Vietnam: "There 
are suggestions that the herbicide could be a powerful weapon against 
the Vietcong. As the size of the Vietcong units has increased in sparse- 
ly inhabited jungle and mountain areas, so has the importance of 
guerrilla food-growing programs. Some Vietcong units are devoting 
as much as 50 per cent of their manpower to growing food," a war- 
like pursuit indeed. Mohr continues, "Crop destruction is only one 
part of a large program of 'food denial' to the Vietcong." Since the 
article states elsewhere that the "Vietcong control or at least contest 
70 per cent of the land area of the nation,” it becomes clear that 
the term "food denial" is nothing short of a euphemism for the sys- 
tematic starvation of the people of South Vietnam. In fact, Mohr 
explains that even when already-harvested rice supplies are destroyed, 
"All such supplies are described in press communiques as 'VC rice 
caches,' but officials concede that in some cases the troops have 
destroyed the property of civilian peasants, who may well then re- 
main resentful when attempts are made later to gain their political 
loyalty." 

The Wall Street Journal article discussed above makes the same 
point with regard to poison gases. After mentioning that military 
officers in Saigon claim that the use of gas is "an act of humanity" 
by comparison with conventional warfare, the article points out 
that opponents of gas warfare "attack the premise that peasants 
would be heartened by this kind of warfare. A sudden shift of wind 
could float a layer of sickening gas over a friendly village when 
it was really meant for an enemy battalion crouching in the jungle, 
it's argued." A recent Associated Press dispatch from Saigon (Janu- 
ary 6, 1966) makes it clear that in fact the U.S. decision to use 
these new warfare techniques indiscriminately against the civilian 
population of Vietnam has already been made. The story concerns 
the "American scorched-earth policy" being implemented in Vietnam: 
"The broad-based program includes the establishment of free-bombing 
zones in Vietcong areas, _ killing rice crops and burning all other 
crops and homes"—in other words, massive annihilation of all human 
civilization in such zones. 

The AP dispatch goes on to document this scorched-earth policy 
in action, carried out by the 173rd Airborne Brigade: 


Armed HU-1B helicopters poured 3,000 rockets into villages 
that used to harbor Vietcong. They burned to the ground every 


22 


eeneer 
THE DAILY PENNSYLVANIAN 
EE 

MONDAY, NOVEMBER 1, 1965 


WASHINGTON, D.C.,£0ct. 29, 
- A high Washington/pfficial 
questioned today at thewWational 
Foreign Policy Conferente about 
the use of aersol-~sprayed.arsenic 
and cyanide compounds’‘over the 
rice fields of South Viefmam re- 
plied ‘‘We are making’ limited 
use of them in the southern part 
of Vietnam but not yet in the 
north,”’ a 

The statement camé in the 
wake of recent allegations made 
by the Philadelphia Area Com- 
‘mittee to End the War:in Viet- 
nam and-d! University of Michi- 
gan psychology professor, Rich- 
ard Mann, that the University’s 
Institute for Cooperative Re- 
search is engaged in classified 
research into the uses of such 
compounds, 

The University has yet to is- 
cue a formal statement replying, 


to the charges, ‘ 


Strange coincidence: After exposure of the ICR's 
research on aerosol-sprayed arsenic and cya- 
nide, U.S. government use of these and other 
poisons as weapons in Vietnam is revealed. 


THE MILITANT Monday, November 15, 1965 


Re veal U. 5. 


Viet Forces 


Using Cyanide, Arsenic 


PHILADELPHIA — The USS. 
government has admitted it is 
spraying deadly poisons over 
South Vietnam. This fact came to 
light in a student newspaper as 
a result of a campaign being 
waged by the Philadelphia Area 
Committee to End the War in 
Vietnam (PACEWV) against the 
University of Pennsylvania's In- 
stitute for Cooperative Research 
(ICR). The ICR does work in 
chemical and biological warfare. 

The Daily Pennsylvanian, Penn's 
uridergraduate newspaper, said on 
Nov. 1, “a high Washington of- 
ficial questioned today at the Na- 
tional Foreign Policy Conference 
about the use of aerosol-sprayed 
arsenic and cyanide compounds 
over the rice fields of South Viet- 
nam replied, ‘We are making 
limited use of them in the south- 
ern part of Vietnam, but not yet 
in the North.’” 

The PACEWV has charged that 
the ICR is doing research in the 
aerosol spraying of cyanide and 
arsenic compounds as well as the 
spreading of anthrax and_in- 
fluenza, and the spreading of 
epidemic diseases of rice. Dr. Knut 
of the ICR admitted heading such 
research projects in a telephone 
interview, according to PACEWV. 

A PACEWV statement said, 
“The disclosure of use of arsenic 
and cyanide compounds over Viet- 
nam contradicts the assertion by 
ICR director Dr. Carl Chambers 


that his work is purely for “de- 
fensive purposes.” The results of 
the research are being’ used 
against the civilian populations of 
Southeast Asia. 

“Rice is the staple crop of 
Southeast Asia and China. The 
ICR’s work on rice blast disease 
put to use in Asia would result 
in massive famine, killing mil- 
lions of people. Such research con: 
stitutes complicity in genocide, in 
violation of the Geneva Protocol 
of 1925 and the UN Charter.” 

The black-bordered lead edi- 
torial in the Nov. 1 Daily Penn- 
sylvanian said, “Cyanide and 
arsenic are not herbicides [plant 
killers]; their use is in killing 
people, No one can make a case 
for the military necessity of such 
aerial spraying.” The editor 
harshly criticised the university 
for its silence on the genocide re- 
search institute. 

On Nov. 8, the PACEWV staged 
a protest at the ICR building, 
which was given television cover- 
age. On Oct. 16, during the Inter- 
national Days of Protest, 500 
marched on the ICR. The PACE- 
WV has issued a 13-page pamphlet 
documenting its case against the 
ICR, .and has sent an open letter 
to President Gaylord Harnwell of 
the University of Pennsylvania, 
charging that the university is 
“responsible for the murderous 
uses to which this research will 
be put.” 


THE WALL STREET JOURNAL ; 
Gas Affects .Muscles 


Wednesday, January 5, 1966 
Another new agent, known as BZ, has been 
stockpiled extensively by the Army. Powdered, 


U.S. Might Step Up 
it is normally disseminated by burning gren- 


Us é of N onlethal Gas .ades or bombs. The heat vaporizes the com- 
pound into particles so small they are wafted 


: ' : on the slightest breeze. Even in low concen- 
I n Vietnam Fig hting ae BZ is said able to render a man use- 
* * less for military duties for one to ten days. 
‘ Principally, it causes him to lose muscle co- 
Plan Could Save Lives, Speed ordination temporarily; frequently he slumps 
War’s End, Advocates Say; | to the ground and dozes off, when awake he 
: j ‘may suffer from fever, headaches, disorien- 
Pr opaganda Threat Weighed tation and even hallucinations. After the effects 
have worn off, however, experts say he will 
show no permanent injury and won't even 
By WILLIAM BEECHER recall having been drugged. 
Btaff Reporter of THE WALL STREET JOURNAL Tear gas comes in various mixtures. Upon 
WASHINGTON — The United States con: the first ugly reaction to its use last spring, 
templates expanding gas warfare in South nefense Secretary McNamara described 
Vietnam, using chemicals just as nonlethal three types that he said had been employed 
as the tear gas currently being employed there| hy Vietnamese forces: CN, CS and DM. None 
but assertedly more effective. had been very useful, he said, because their 
The proposal to dig more deeply into Uncle] effects wore off rapidly. 
Sam’s bag of exotic weapons is now before) CN incapacitates for only about three 
the five-man Joint Chiefs of Staff. They are; minutes, he said; CS for five to 15 minutes, 
expected to favor and forward the idea toland DM (which, strictly speaking, is not 
President Johnson within the next few weeks.) classed by the Army as a tear gas but a 
The decision will be up to him. “vomiting agent’) for 30 minutes to two 
Military men don’t expect the Administra-: hours. Because of this brief effectiveness, a 
tion's current “peace offensive” to foreclose’ friendly force doesn't always have time to 
proposals, such as a broader use-o? nonlethal! exploit its advantage over the weeping or 
gas, for pursuing the war more vigorously,;Tetching enemy troops before they have re- 
They note that even during the pause in bomb-| Covered. 


* 


|| Washington to rescind its ‘‘turn off the gas’! 


order to Saigon. In September, a Marine colo- 
nel, newly arrived in the war zone, ordered 
his men to use tear gas, rather than gre- 
nades and flamethrowers, to flush hundreds 
of Vietnamese from caves and underground 
bunkers in the coastal Qui Nhon area, about! 
260 miles. north of Saigon. The record is un- 


clear as to whether the officer had got the 
word about the springtime order; some Pen-; 
tagon officials suggest that, through a :com- 
munications slip-up, he had not. 

In any case, his use of gas was reported 
as an act of humanity. The colonel had been 
told that armed guerrillas had herdeqd many 
civilians into their burrows as a shield. | 
The use of tear gas in this instance surfaced: 
not only 50 suspected Vietcong but also 490 
innocent mén, women and children who might 
otherwise have been burned and blasted. 

This time the world reaction was favor- 
able. The result: The ban was lifted and field 
commanders were informed they had only to 
ask Saigon headquarters in advance for per- 
mission to use tear gas. 

Propaganda, Fodder 

Still, opponents of gas warfare fire a bar: 
rage of objections. Three of their arguments: 
We would give the enemy a propaganda field 
day, If we moved into a village with onlv 
& gas preparation 'and little or. no ‘‘soften- 
ing up’? with bombs and artillery, we might 
lose more soldiers than otherwise if the enemy 


hut they could find. Sampans were sunk and bullock carts 
were smashed. The 173rd laid their base camp among the 
blackened frames of burning houses. Within two miles of the 
paratroopers’ camp not a house was left standing.... 

Patrols burned every house they encountered to the ground.... 
Every cooking utensil was smashed, every banana tree severed, 
every mattress slashed. About 1,000 tons of rice were destroyed. 
Thousands of ducks and chickens were slaughtered or carried 
off. Dozens of pigs, water buffalo and cows were destroyed. 
A 20-mile stretch along the Vaico Orientalriverwas left scorched 
and barren...the men of C company found more than 60 Viet- 
namese women and children weeping as they lay in trenches 
around their devastated homes.... 

American advisers are divided in their opinion of the effect 
of breaking up Vietcong families. Some felt it was a good 
idea. Others felt the men would fight with greater bitterness 
(when the women had been placed in ."relocation camps").... 

U.S. troops must remain in the area, enlarging the "scorched 
earth" zone. They know that the Vietcong will rebuild the razed 
homes when they leave, make new earthenware pots and breed 
new chickens. 


Speaking of the same military action described above, west of Tay- 
ninh near the Cambodian border, AP discusses the justification given 
by an American officer in the 173rd airborne: Total devastation 
of the region was appropriate because "every man south of the 
river was a Vietcong." 

We realize that a military officer would not be expected to present 
a very sound moral argument for the cruelties inflicted by his sol- 
diers. Nevertheless we have reason to believe that the Pentagon's 
justification for the scorched-earth policy is more comprehensive 
than that which is given by the officer from the 173rd Airborne. 
- The issue is larger than that of Vietnam alone. Vietnam is a 
laboratory and a proving ground for the new U.S. policy of "coun- 
ter-insurgency warfare." Whatever methods found to be effective in 
combatting the guerrillas in Vietnam will be employed wherever and 
whenever similar revolutionary movements arise to threaten U.S. 
interests. 

Guerrilla movements, because of their proximity to and support 
from their own people, cannot be defeated by conventional means. 
To defeat any movement that is overwhelmingly supported’ by the 
civilian population, the U.S. will need to resort to (1) total military 
occupation, and/or (2) systematic "incapacitation" of the popula- 
tion. This latter policy is genocide as defined by international law; 
biological and chemical weapons are instrumental tools for the 
perpetrator of genocide. 

The U.S. has a frighteningly powerful arsenal of land and air 
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weapons, but is not equally powerful in the manpower necessary 
for prolonged total occupation. Hence there appears to be no alter- 
native for U.S. foreign policy experts other than heavy reliance 
on the second policy mentioned above; .i.e., genocide. Barring a 
willingness to use nuclear weapons, the U.S. military machine will 
increasingly turn to biological and chemical weapons when "victory" 
is considered imperative—in Vietnam and in the future Vietnams of 
world history. 

BCW can probably beutilizedso astocause fewer American casual- 
ties and cost less than explosive ordnance; it can be used in large 
areas of inaccessible countryside without the dangerous and costly 
job of entering remote areas with the manpower necessary to hunt 
down the inhabitants. In other words, it may be a safe, cheap and 
almost effortless way of rendering harmless to U.S. interests those 
people who are beyond the reach of "come let us reason together." 
Without so much as muddying its boots, an army can disease and 
choke, burn and starve to death millions of people into whose eyes 
it never need look. 

Now that our government is embarking upon this grotesque and 
inhuman path of annihilation of a civilization that poses a threat 
to its domination of Asia, the government is presented with the 
problem of "packaging" the idea in such a way as to make it pal- 
atable to the American people. Arguments appear in the mass media 
explaining how poison gas is said to be"more humane" or perhaps 
"cleaner" than dynamite and shrapnel. But won't the people ques- 
tion this reasoning? Won't they notice that the Germans had the 
same rationale? Were not the gas chambers of the Third Reich 
"cleaner" and "more humane" than Hitler's goon squads of the early 
1930's? If such questions are asked, the government can always 
fall back on the old standby that our policy is "in the national 
interest.” 

It is the job of antiwar activists to expose this fraudulent argument 
and to demonstrate that it is not in the "national interest" for the 
U.S. to be the self-appointed policeman of the world—to demonstrate 
that it is in the interest of all men and women for each people to 
have the right to decide their own fate—to demonstrate the horrible 
truth of a U.S. foreign policy that includes genocide. 

At the moment much of the battleground for this job of exposure 
is on the campus. Just as heavy industry alone could produce the 
tanks and cannon which were wedded to the "national interest" in 
World War II; so the University alone can produce the brains of 
trained biological and chemical warfare experts which must. be 
wedded to the "national interest" in the era of counter-insurgency. 


Indeed, universities have already been used extensively in shaping 
and carrying out American foreign policy. In the early days of the 
Diem regime it was Dr. Wesley Fishell's "advisory group" from 
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Michigan State University that instructed Diem on how to become 
entrenched in power and root out all opposition. At the University 
of Pennsylvania, many of us are familiar with the aid in planning 
the economy of India given by the Wharton School of Business 
and Finance—not a great success story, but an example neverthe- 
less. Not only the Fishells, the Scalapinos, the Kriegers and the 
Chambers, but also Johnson's "brain trust," although no longer 
at universities, are drawn from the academic tradition. We all know 
how large a role Dean Rusk, formerly President of the Rockefeller 
Foundation, McGeorge Bundy, formerly Dean of Harvard Law 
School, and Walt Whitman Rostow, a former economics professor, 
have played in U.S. foreign policy. Today Johnson is following 
to the letter Rostow's "contingency plans" for Vietnam. Before being 
such a direct adviser to the President, Rostow founded in 1950 
the Center for International Studies at M.I. T., an operation financed 
by the Central Intelligence Agency (Ross & Wise, The Invisible 
Government). The U. of P. deserves a prominent position in the 
long list of universities tied to the military establishment. One of 
Penn's emphases is the development of BCW for use in the new 
American style of warfare. 

The government must find trained scholars who are sufficiently 
"anti-Communist" or else able to be seduced (perhaps even through 
a genuine love of science) by large research grants. Others will 
perhaps be naive as to the realities of U.S. foreign policy, and 
some, the "academic EKichmanns," will deny any connection between 
their work and its genocidal uses. 

It has been shown that the campus is a good place to look around 
for ways to expose the Johnson administration on the Vietnam war. 
The role of the university in military work can be shown success- 
fully and the work done for the wareffort can be seriously hampered 
and delayed by such costly things as having the operation move 
off the campus and deeper underground. Exposure makes it harder 
for the university to get people to work on the "dirty" projects. The 
faculty can be reasoned with and discouraged from working on 
projects that might jeopardize their standing with their colleagues. 
Only the second-rate brains at the University of Pennsylvania will 
now be attracted to the ICR. The university community, its teach- 
ers, researchers and students, must refuse to permit their knowledge 
to be used as a tool of the government's new foreign policy. The 
businessmen, bureaucrats and Pentagon Strangeloves can be forced 
to go it alone, without the help of the "community of scholars." 

The choice of a germ warfare project at Penn allowed for broad 
public interest and support for the Philadelphia and U. of P. Com- 
mittees to End the War in Vietnam on the issue of the genocide re- 
search. Meanwhile large numbers of people were propagandized 
and educated about the war in Vietnam through its inseparable 
connection with the work of the ICR. 
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A little thing like delivering books to an obscure office set off 
the chain of events at the University of Pennsylvania. The words 
of the Institute for Cooperative Research were turned against them, 
and they were forced to expose themselves. All was accomplished 
by a slow and easy approach, keeping the pot boiling without 
going in for superdynamics and wild charges, sticking to the facts, 
and letting the weight of a closely reasoned argument draw people 
into agreement. 

The ICR demonstrations will continue. Without the brains of the 
universities, the war might become well-nigh impossible for Johnson 
to run successfully. Johnson, we are certain, wholeheartedly agrees 
with Dr. Krieger of the ICR that "universities should contribute to 
the nation's political philosophy.” Johnson's war needs Harnwell's 
Spicerack and vice versa. The Philadelphia Area Committee hopes 
that antiwar committees on other campuses will look around for 
the dirtiest projects on campus, then investigate them, expose them, 
and force them out into the open. Truth is powerful. Information 
and exposure are our weapons in the fight against the Vietnam war, 
and they do work. 


“HE PHILADELPHIA INQUIRER, THURSDAY MORNING, MARCH 10, 1966 


U.S. Defoliation War 
Strips 20,000 Acres 
Used as Red Hideout 


By DONALD H. MAY 
WASHINGTON, March 9 (UPI). — Tha 
State Department reported Wednesday that 
‘defoliation and herbicide techniques have| 
been used on 20,000 acres of;——_ 
South Vietnam either to rob 
Communist forces of cover or 


Phila. Evening Bulletin, Thurs., Jan. 6, 1966 


U.S. Troops in‘Delta Begin 
Scorched Earth Policy 


Aaigon, Jan, 6—(AP)—U. S.)move out farther, round up all 
forces have joined a program of|the people they could find, 
destroying houses and crops in evacuate them north of the river 
areas which feed and shield the|to resettlement camps, and burn’ 
Communist forces. and destroy everything eatable. 

For years, Americans.refused| Every house found by 173d 
ito participate in ‘“‘scorched|patrols was burned to the 
earth” efforts, leaving them to|ground. Every cooking utensil 
the Vietnamese. Now Ameri-|was smashed, every banana 
cans are directly involved. tree severed, every mattress, 

‘The intensely cultivated flat-slashed, _ 
ands south of the Vaico Orien-| On the first day, the men of 
tal River about 20 miles from!C Company found more than 60 


gdestroy their food sources. 

¢ It said this was one third of 
,one percent of the total area 
of the South Vietnam under 
cultivation. 

_In a statement read toenews- 
‘Men, the department gave its 
‘mest complete explanation so 
fer of the controversial defoli- 
ation program, its Purposes and| 
wafeguards. F 
DESTROY FOOD SOURCES 

“In some cases,” the state- 
ment said, “herbicides have 


One phase of the ICR's work is research into the production of massive 
famine by creating epidemic diseases of rice. This research fits in well 
with the publicly-admitted U.S. government "scorched earth" policy of poi- 
soning and burning South Vietnam's staple crop—rice. 
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BRING THE TROOPS HOME NOW! 


THE I. Ce Re. SONG By Bill Frederiok 


armily & the serie Foroe & our country’s security. & it's 


5 


at the old I.0.R. For t 


— F 
G _¢ 


ten thousand miles to the tar-get. 


I make a good living, a pillar of the community, 
I drive into work in a Brinks armored car. 

4 suitcase of secrecy, a mindful of mystery 

I sit on the Summit at the old I1.U.R. dhoe 


I teach all my students to love our democracy. 
I'm the lib'ral'’s delight & the faculty's star. 
Wy research is mainly on how to drop cyanide 

& arsenic compounds for the old 1.0.2, Cho e 


My work is defensive, to save our security. 

On Asian air turbulence I work pretty hard. 

On rice blast diseases, anthrax & influenza. 
It's all in the files of tne old ].U.R. Uho « 


My work is benevolent, I'm a hurmnitarian, 

My best friends are asians it's quite plain to see. 
I'm an Ivy League soldier, an egg-head with a spraygun 
For the old I.vU.R. at the old Ue. of P. Choe 


JOpyright 1965 by 8111 Frederick 


Bill Frederick is a topical singer from Philadelphia and has writ- 
ten over one hundred songs. He will gladly give concerts. Some 
of his songs have been published in Broadside, and one is being 
sung by Peggy Seeger. Titles include Exploitation Blues and Hit- 
ler Ain't Dead. 


